4i6                      APPENDIX

in my study, in connection with the negative proofs
afforded by the registers of the Enfants Trouves,
that no infant was ever received there, having in its
clothing the marked card prepared by Eousseau for
the identification of his eldest child. My argument
was based upon my personal examination of these
eighteenth century registers, still preserved at the
Hospice des Enfants Assistes, Eue de Lenfert Rochereau,
Paris. These registers afford evidence of the scrupulous
care taken to notify in the proces-verbal that, by
obligation, had to record the reception of every child,
the most exact and minute description of any token
or mark found upon the child, or 'in its clothing,
which might help to identity it if it were reclaimed.
I maintained, and I still maintain, that in 1761, La
Roche, supplied with the duplicate of the marked card,
and well instructed by Rousseau, could not have failed
to find in these registers the record he was in search
of, if the record were really there; that is to say, if
this infant had ever been deposited at the Enfants
Trouves in the way Eousseau supposed and has described
in the Confessions. Professor Sitter's objection is that
in my study (as it was published in 1895) I made the
date of the supposed birth of Eousseau's first child the
last months of 1747 or the first of 1748, following in
this the Confessions; whereas in Rousseau's letter of
the 12th June 1761 to the Duchess of Luxembourg
asking her to help him in his efforts to reclaim the
child, he gives the date as between 1746 and 1747:
and that we have the evidence of a letter to Madame
de Warens, proving that Eousseau had paid a visit to
Chenonceau in 1746, Accepting gratefully Professor
Eitter's correction upon this question of dates, I would
wish to point out that my argument remains entirely
unaffected by it; for it is not based upon my own
examination of the special records of children received
in 1747 or 1748, but upon my personal testimony
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